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DETAILED ACTION 

This Action is in regards to the Reply received on 06 April, 2005. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is responsive to the application filed on April 06*^, 2005. Claims 1-20 
are pending, of which claims 1,11, and 17 are independent; new claims 21-24 have 
been added, and claims 1,11, and 17 have been amended. Claims 1-25 represent a 
method and apparatus for a "Web Interface". 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1,11, and 17 have been carefully 
considered, but are not deemed fully persuasive. Applicant's arguments are deemed 
moot in view of the following new ground of rejection as explained here below, 
necessitated by Applicant substantial amendment {i.e., utilizing a Visual Basic Program 
to communicate with at least on Baan session object via the Application Function Server 
(AFS)) to the claims which significantly affected the scope thereof. 

3. The dependent claims stand rejected as articulated in the First Office Action and 
all objections not addressed in Applicant's response are herein reiterated. 



Claim Objection 

4. Claim 20 is objected to because the applicant uses the phrase" the system of 
claim, wherein the data ...." without specifying the claim to which it is dependent. The 
examiner assumes that this is a typo, and since this claim is original, the dependency of 



r 



Application/Control Number: 09/904,503 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2143 

the original claim is maintained and the phrase is read: " the system of claim 17, 
wherein the data . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 21 and 22 , the term "setting and/or retrieving valves for fields 
... ." Is not enabled in the specification and is considered new matter. It has not been 
described what are the valves for fields. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5, 11-18, 20, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bowman-Amuah et al (Bowman-Amuah) U.S. Patent No. 6,289,382 
B1 , in view of Hamilton et al (Hamilton)U.S. 6,889,6227 81 . 

Regarding claim 1 : Bowman-Amuah et al teach a method for accessing a Baan 
server {fig. 28, item 2820; column 106, lines 9-13), comprising the steps of: 
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sending data from a Visual Basic program {column 34, lines 55-62) to a Baan 
server {fig 28, item 2820); 

receiving the data at the Baan server {fig. 150, items 15000-15002; column 268, 
lines 47-50)] 

storing information in the Baan server in response to the received data {column 
16, lines 23-29)] 

However, Bowman-Amuah does not specifically disclose the details of utilizing 
the AFS to communicate the data to at least one software object of the Baan server to 
generate at least one Baan session object; and utilizing the Visual Basic program to 
communicate with the at least one Baan session object via the AF. 
In the same field of endeavor, Hamilton discloses, based on fig. 2, a client computer 
system 14 that contains a client application 104 that interfaces with an application 
serve 18. the client application 101 may us Visual Basic appliation to build an 
API... and the application server 18 contains EJB objects that process queries from the 
client application 104..." (see Hamilton, columns, lines 53-67; column 6, lines 1-63). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking 
art at the time the invention was made to have incorporated Hamilton's teachings of 
using the Visual Basic Program to communicate with the Baan session via the AFS with 
the teachings of Bowman-Amuah et al, for the purpose of illustrating an organization 
approach including all activities component, a credit/collections component, a billing 
component , and a finance component as stated by Bowman-Amuah et al in fig. 47. 
Hamilton also provides motivation to combine by stating that the use of a three-tier 
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environment using Visual Basic enables business applications to be modified without 
having to substantially modify each client system... in lines 46-60 of column 1 . By this 
rationale, claim 1 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 2: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches 
the method of claim 1, wherein the Visual Basic program is an Active X DLL program 
(see Bowman-Amuah; column 16, lines 23-29). The same motivation that was used for 
claim 1 is also valid for claim 2 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this 
rationale claim 2 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 3: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
method of claim 1 , further comprising the steps of: accessing the Visual Basic program, 
which is resident on a server, from a computer over a network link (see. Bowman- 
Amuah; column 26, lines 12-19). The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also 
valid for claim 3 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 3 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 4: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
method of claim 3, wherein said network link is an Internet (see Bowman-Amuah; 
column 45, lines 31-51), The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for 
claim 4 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 4 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 5: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
method of claim 3, wherein said accessing step is accomplished through a web page 
developed using Active Server Pages (ASP) script (see Bowman-Amuah; column 106, 
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lines 36-43), The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 5 
[see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 5 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 11: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches a 
system for accessing a Baan server (see Bowman-Amuah; fig. 28, item 2820; 
column106, lines 9-"/ 3), comprising: 

a network server containing a Visual Basic program (see Bowman-Amuah; 
column 34, lines 55-62; fig. 29, item 3000; it is important to note that the server is the 
Saan server and that the application is the Visual Basic program)] and 

a Baan server, wherein the Visual Basic program is used to access the Baan 
server (see Bowman-Amuah; column 25, lines 43-50). The same motivation that was 
used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 1 1 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By 
this rationale claim 11 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 12: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 1 1 , wherein said network server is an Internet server (see Bowman- 
Amuah; column 27, lines 5-19). The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also 
valid for claim 12 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 12 is 
rejected. 

Regarding claim 13: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 1 1 , wherein said network server, further contains a web page 
developed using ASP script (see Bowman-Amuah; column 106, lines 35-40), and 
wherein said web page is used to provide information to said Visual Basic program for 
accessing said Baan server (see Bowman-Amuah; column 35, lines 10-22). The same 
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motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 13 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 
of column 1]. By this rationale claim 13 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 14: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 1 1 , further comprising: a computer for accessing said network server 
(see Bowman-Amuah; column 27, lines 13-15). The same motivation that was used for 
claim 1 is also valid for claim 14 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this 
rationale claim 14 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 15: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 14, wherein said user accesses said network server using a remote 
network program {column 60, lines 19-53). The same motivation that was used for 
claim 1 is also valid for claim 15 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this 
rationale claim 15 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 16: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 15, wherein the remote network program is CITRIX (see Bowman- 
Amuah; column 60, lines 57, 63-64). The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is 
also valid for claim 16[see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 
16 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 17: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches a 
system for accessing Baan server (see Bowman-Amuah; fig. 28, item 2820] column 
106, lines 9-13), comprising: 

a computer means for accessing a network server (see Bowman-Amuah; column 
69, lines 23-30; fig 117, items 11700-11704)] 
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a network server means for accessing a Baan server through a Visual Basic 
program (see Bowman-Amuah; column 25, lines 43-50)] a Baan software means for 
managing and processing data as directed by the computer means (see Bowman- 
Amuah; column 38, lines 4-21). 

means for sending data from a Visual Basic program to an application function 
server (AFS) of the Baan server (see Hamilton; fig. 2, items 14, 18, and 20; columns, 
lines 52-65; column 6, lines 1-63; (see Bowman-Amuah; column 34, lines 55-62] fig 28, 
item 2820)] 

means for receiving the data at the Baan server(see Hamilton; fig. 2, items 14, 18, 
and 20; column5, lines 52-65; column 6, lines 1-63); 

means for storing information disposed in the Baan server in response to the 
received data(see Hamilton; fig. 2, items 14, 18, and 20; column5, lines 52-65; column 6, 
lines 1-63); 

means for utilizing the AFS to communicate the data to at least one software 
object of the Baan server to generate at least one Baan session object(see Hamilton; 
fig. 2, items 14, 18, and 20; columns, lines 52-65; column 6, lines 1-63); 

means for utilizing the Visual Basic program to communicate with the at least one 
Baan session object via the AFS(see Hamilton; fig. 2, items 14, 18, and 20; columns, 
lines 52-65; column 6, lines 1-63). The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is 
also valid for claim17 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 
17 is rejected. 
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Regarding claim 18: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches et al 
teach the system of claim 17, wherein the computer means utilizes an Internet to 
access the network server (see Bowman-Amuah; column 27, lines 5-13). The same 
motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 18 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 
of column 1]. By this rationale claim 18 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 20: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
system of claim 17, wherein the data is at least one of financial, manufacturing, and 
distribution data (see Bowman-Amuah; fig. 45 , item 4510). The same motivation that 
was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 20 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. 
By this rationale claim 20 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 23: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
method of claim 1 , further comprising: providing an application program interface by a 
business object interface (BOI) (see Hamilton, columns, lines 53-67; column 6, lines 1- 
63). The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 23 [see 
Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By this rationale claim 23 is rejected. 

. Regarding claim 24: the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton teaches the 
method of claim 23, wherein the AFS serves as the application program interface (see 
Hamilton, column5, lines 53-67; column 6, lines 1-63). The same motivation that was 
used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 24 [see Hamilton, lines 46-60 of column 1]. By 
this rationale claim 24 is rejected. 
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8. Claims 6-10, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bowman-Amuah et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,289,382 

B1 ) in view of Rogers et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,405, 11 1 B2). 

Regarding clainr^6 and 19: : the combination Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton 
discloses the invention substantially as claimed. Bowman-Amuah et al disclose the 
method of claim 5, wherein a Baan server is accessed through a web page developed 
using Active Server Pages (ASP) script {column 106, lines 36-43). However Bowman- 
Amuah - Hamilton is silent on the step of having said Baan server providing data 
services for automotive service applications. 

In the same field of endeavor, Rogers et al disclose an automotive service 
equipment application wherein updated vehicle operating specifications may be 
accessed over the Internet and conveniently applied by the automotive service software 
application {column 5, lines 35-43; fig. 1, items 12-42). 

Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at 
the time the invention was made to have incorporated Rogers et al's teachings of data 
services for automotive service applications with the teachings of Bowman-Amuah- 
Hamilton, for the purpose of illustrating an organization approach including all activities 
component, a credit/collections component, a billing component , and a finance 
component as stated by Bowman-Amuah et al in fig. 47. By this rationale, claims 6 
and 19 are rejected. 
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Regarding claim 7: The combination Bowman-Amuah - Rogers teaches the 
method of claim 6, wherein said network link is an Internet [see Bowman-Amuah, 
column 45, lines 31-51], By this rationale claim 7 is rejected. The same motivation that 
was used for claim 6 is also valid for claim 7 [see Bowman-Amuah, fig. 47]. By this 
rationale claim 7 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 8: The combination Bowman-Amuah - Rogers teaches the 
method of claim 7, wherein the Visual Basic program is an Active X DLL program [see 
Bowman-Amuah, column 98, lines231-25\. By this rationale claim 8 is rejected. The 
same motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 8 [see Bowman- 
Amuah, fig. 47]. By this rationale claim 8 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 9: The combination Bowman-Amuah - Rogers teaches the 
method of claim 7, wherein said accessing step is accomplished using a remote 
network access program[see Bowman-Amuah, column 60, lines 19-53]. The same 
motivation that was used for claim 1 is also valid for claim 9 [see Bowman-Amuah, fig. 
47]. By this rationale claim 9 is rejected. 

Regarding claim 10: The combination Bowman-Amuah - Rogers teaches the 
method of claim 9, wherein the remote access program is CITRIX. [see Bowman- 
Amuah, column 106, lines 9-13], The same motivation that was used for claim 1 is 
also valid for claim 10 [see Bowman-Amuah, fig. 47]. By this rationale claimlO is 
rejected. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's Request for Reconsideration filed on April 06*^, 2005 has been 
carefully considered but is not deemed fully persuasive. However, because there exists 
the likelihood of future presentation of this argument, the Examiner thinks that it is 
prudent to address Applicant' main points of contention. 

A. Applicant disagrees that Bowman-Amuah teaches sending data from a 
Visual Basic program to an application function server of the Baan server and 
communicating the data to at least on software object of the Baan Server to 
generate a Baan session object.. 

B. Applicant disagrees with anticipation under U.S.C. § 102 and argues that 
the reference must teach every limitation of claims 1,11, and 17, and request 
withdrawal of the original rejection. 

C. The office further fails to show a prima facie case of obviousness as the 
office failed to show the references disclosing the claimed steps for claims 6-10 
and 19. 

1 0. As to "Point A", the examiner respectfully examined the request of the 
applicant, it is the position of the Examiner that the amendment to claim 1,11, 
and 17 provides a clearer understanding of the scope of the claims, but is not 
persuasive enough [see rejection of claim 1 above]. 
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As to "Point B" it is the position of the Examiner that the patent of Hamilton 
provides new basis to reject those claims under U.S.C. § 103. [see Hamilton, 
columns, lines 53-67; column 6, lines 1-63]. 

As to "Point C", it is also the position of the Examiner that there is 
sufficient grounds to establish a "prima facie case of obviousness" with an 
objective reason to combine the patents of Bowman-Amuah - Hamilton and 
Rogers . Applicant says it is not obvious, but provides no evidence to counter 
the rejection of the claims. Applicant's arguments are deemed moot in view of 
the above stated new grounds of rejection. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
examiner should be directed to Jude Jean-Gilles whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3914. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday and every other 
Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley, can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 305-3719. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



Jude Jean-Gilles 



Patent Examiner 
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